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The organization of the House being under consideration, Mr. PUGH said: 

Mr. Clerk: It was cot niv inteution to address tlie House upon any question 
involved in its organization, but, as the wLule field of polities has been thrown 
o]^en, I feel that I owe it to my constituents to join in the discussion; and, in 
doing so, shall address mjself to three propositions. 1, The present condition 
of public opinion as to the real character of our Federal system ; 2. The basis 
and motive of that opinion ; and 3. The remedy for the evils which have im- 
paired the integrit}^ of the Government, and now threaten the subversion of the 
Constitution. Preliminary to the argument, 1 will say it is my solemn convic- 
tion that no amount of effort, however well directed and praisewoi thy, can ever 
rescue the Constitution from the perds which surround it, or restore the Govern- 
ment to its original purity, and perpetuate it in that form. 

The elements entering into our political combination are so complicated and 
discordant that human infirmity will never allow them to coexist in saletv and 
liannony. jS'o man who deals justl}- with himself can close his eyes to the an- 
tagonisnj, organic and vital, .-.ipparent in every motion of our Federal machinery. 
True, we hear daily professions of fidelity to the Constitution. From the re- 
motest stand-points of difi'erence we hear hjud disclaimers of all pui'pose hostile 
to the South and her State institutions. And yet, who fails to see here, at this 
very hour, that our constitutional machinery is stationary, because the two sec- 
tions Noith and South are endeavoring to move it in opposite, directions? Who 
so ignorant as to have escaped the fact that the Constitution, by difference of 
construction in the two sections, is made to establish governments wholly un- 
like in character and powers, with rights and guarantees recognized in one 
^vliicll are denied and repudiated in the othei'. 

The noi'thern theory is, that the Constitution of the United States is the off- 
spring of the numerical power of the whole people, regarded as one political 
community. This radical error is the source of many others equally mischiev- 
ous. That there is personal responsibility for every right, privilege, and institu- 
tion, recognized or tolerated in our political system ; and, if wrong in morals or 
politics, duty demands individual and associated action to rectify or destroy. 
Also, that individual allegiance to the State is merged in the general mass of 
allegiance to the central Government. Also, that the powers of Congress were 
not delegated but surrendered, abandoned, by the States, and consolidated in 
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tlie supreme liead. Hence, tliat; the (rovenimont is not l^Mleral, but iiatioTiMl ; 
and that parties, patriolisni, ami alleixiatice nvo national. Also, tiiat llie y^oi'h 
of every State and section aiu^ (ionu)<j;en('0'.is, witJi liarnioniouB intcivsls and pur- 
suits; and, if liomoceneous with h:ii nionious in{er«^s1t« and ]>ni'snits, it is daiiiu-d 
that the power of ultimate decision, .sovert-i^'uty, resides with tlu- f-.'ent'ra! ni;<ss. 
Also, that the popular will of this ij,'ejieral mass s^hoidd pi'esidr over the acTu^ti 
of the Government, and de'ermine svliat is the o'eiifra! welfare, and wluit })o\vi'!s 
exist to promote it. Such is the jjoliticid j)hiloso{>hy of those who strike <!uwi) 
State sovereignty and State rights, and whose aiii» is the abolition of slavery, aiid 
the establishment of northern su[)!emacy. 

In opposition to this theory, the Soutii contends that the Coni^titution is the 
result of the concurrent action of tlie people of each State by vii'tne of their sov- 
ereignty and independence; that it passeii t])e ordeal of nine State conventions, 
each of which had absolute, unrestrained jurisdiction ov<'r tht; questicn of iis 
adoption or rejection, and the conseijuent lite or death of the Constitution. Tliu 
Constitution is the orl'spring of thirt,een concurrent soverei^'nties. Its (lislin(;tiv(3 
characteristics and main excellence consists in the checking power of minori- 
ties. The concurrence of separate, indej>endent majorities in producino- results 
is the predicate of tlie whole, system oi' checks and balances, and imparts to the 
Republic all its elasticity and i)0vver of expansion. We find analogies to sup- 
port this system in the productions and laws of iiature. In the vegetable king- 
dom, each tree and llower exert their power of absorption upon surrounding 
nutriment and moisture, and those not occupying a proper relation to neighbor- 
ing vegetation droop and die. In the solar system w'e have a sublime exhibi- 
tion of counter action producing urnnteri'upted harmony. Wherever we dis- 
cover elements or animals in combination, nature has provided the means of 
preventing conliict or resisting encroa^dimentf*. 

In theory^ every interest of the people finds a representative in some one of 
the Departments of Government, and the concurrence of that representative is 
required in all legislation affecting that interest. So that in case there is con- 
flict, protection is expected from the checking power of the representative. As 
all lesfislation must have the sanction of the several maiorities enterinii: into the 
law-making pov;er, it was thought that no one interest could be fostered to the 
prejudice of another, but that all would receive equal benefit and protection. 
This indemnity against encroachment proceeds from the right of making choice 
of agents existing in a majoi-ity of those of like interest. Sindlarity of interest 
is the source, and the ballot-box the channel of the power wdiich was intended 
tD aftbrd secnrity to the citizen, county, State, and section. 

The Federal arrantrement did wot result in the creation of a separate Govern- 
raent with independent being and powers, but only in the readjustment of the 
orcfanism which had pi'oved imperfecit under the old Articles of Confederation. 

It will be conceded that the Fediii-al Government has no powers incident to 
its own being. Its ])owers are not inheient, self-existing, but are derived, dele- 
gated, not for its own purposes, but in ti-ust for the benefit of the States. Ileiice,^ 
the true relation between the States and the Federal (xovernment is that ot 
principal and agent, the two being coordinate when possessing like powers, and 
each supreme in the rightful use of the powers not possessed by the other m 
their relation. The distinction is between the constitution-making power and 
the law-making power. The one possesses original, inherent life itself. The 
other is a mere custodian of powei', a creature with a borrowed existence. The 
former creates; the latter exercises power. The one is always priticipal in that 
it creates ; the other coordinate, and in some cases supreme, in the mere exercise 
of power. Sovereignty resides exclusively in the constitution-making power. 
Its essence consists solely in the fact that there can be no limitation up"u '^^^ 
exercise. Sovereignty is the " uurestrained supreme power of ultimate decisi<^'ii 
And it is impossible for such a power to coexist in two branches of the same 
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ortjanipm. Under onr system, soveroio-nty cannot resi(]o in any law-maldng 
pow.'r, for tbo reason that the law-uiakinii; ])0\ver h derived, delegated, and sov- 
civiLi'nty is necessarily a miit, inherent and indivisible. Any ageiit or creature 
niav •'xcfcise soverei|irn powi.^r; hul the d(?!eG'ati'>n of tlie ])o\ver dues not carry 
tli;it which alone preset ves the relation of pi'incipal and agent; neither can it 
destroy the power of revocation in the jtrincipal. 

Sovereio-nty and allefviance are ins<'parab!e. The constitution-maldng power 
is erilitltMl t(^ the unlimited aHeLriMnce ol' ihe citizen ; and tho law-making 
iiiiwcr, rio-htfully exercised, isetitiiU-'d to the oht^dience of the citizen. 

Till' v;hol<5 ar<5;ument comes to this: That the (\ss(Mice of our eritire system of 
rvDvernniHDt is end);'aced in the just and cjuiiali'ie idea that it is a compact 
itiiuuio; cofqual snvereiirns for the mutual btMicHt of all. It is founded in 
tiusi and eotdidence. Honesty of action, u[M-iu-htne^s of ])urpose, justice and 
'j'liiil f;iith, are as necessary to its beinir as food, light, and air are indispensable 

iminial exif^tei%':te. 

Tlirso nn-i the liostile governm(;nts vvhie.h the two sections are endeavoring to 
ii'Miiinister and perpetuate under one Constitution. 

framers of our (jloverjnnent encountered the greatest trouble in the ad- 
iusuiKMit of the delegaied and reserved powers. Some feared that the Federal 
(Mivtrnnient, by unauthorized construction, would so enlarge and consolidate its 
].i)wers as to oversh;idow the several State governments — ultimately usurp all 
tlio resei'ved powers, and build up an o]-)pressive centralism. Others thought 
the Federal Govertiment would bn too weak to prote<;t itself against the ab- 
s(ir])iion of its powers by the Slates. That the States united against it in any 
'■iaim of power, would always defeat its exercise. And in case there was con- 
llict between the two it was thought the States would sustain each other, and 
thus in the end strip the Oovernraent of its powers, or so cripple their exercise 
as to redu<!e it to a mere skeleton. Altboua-h such fears were reasonable, yet 
v.xiK'rience has taught us that the greatest danger is to be apprehended from a 
<!itl't'i'etit (!ombination. There is no conflict between the Federal Government 
and the States united in vindication of their sovereignty and reserved rights. 
T!u! scramble is between the States tliemselves to get possession of the Federal . 
^rnvt^rnment, to establish and enforce the respective theories I have indicated as 
''htaiiiiiig in the two sections. If the majority section demands legislation to 
promote its interests and ])urpose.s, its representatives arrive at the power by 
cunstruetion, and iu this way State sovereignty and reserved right are united 
vvidi delegated and assumed powers to accomplish a comn^on pui'pose, and they 
,U'<t hand in hand in the work of usurpation and aggression. 

A brief examination into the practiclal workings of these two hostile sys- 
tf'iiis must satisfy every lionest man, capable of self-government, that northern 
ttieories and policy have had steady, vigorous development from the beginning ; 
wliilc southern rights and equnlity, southern institutions and civilization have 
h'-'iii subjected to the uu)st exhau^tinof pressure, and cv)mpelled to encounter 
insult and wr(«ng trying to tlie most Christian forbeai'ance. 

The northern section of tlie ('onfedei'acy is composed of carrying, manu- 
fii'Mii'iiio-, commercial, and provision States. Th.eir people arc fond of domin- 
i'^ii. full of entiM'prise, possessed of great mechanical irenius, remarkable for 
^•uniiiiig, self confidence and esteem, wat(diful of little things, devoted to trafic, 
Jiiid endowed with, wonderful tenacity of pur)»ose. 

The givat valu(» of this Government to these ])eopIe is to legalize monopoly, 
'•('uulHte stocks and currencv, open conimercial hie-hways, encourage a liberal 
;\v>tein of bounty leii-islation'at the expense of their confederat,es, and exercise 
,uv)ier;d supervision "over their plantation States at the South ; reforming the 
Kioral, socImI, and jiolitical evils encouraged by their southern tenant^J^ 

These people are all the time clamonous for' Government aid in their business 
<m\ pursuits. The carrying States must enjoy a monopoly in coastwise naviga- 
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tion ; and it is secured by leo*islfv:ion, which has drained the South for over foitv 
years. The manufactuving" 8r.atc;s want protection against fureio'n rivals,. and it 
is granted through the revenue policy of the Government. High duties «iv 
imposed on iinportritions for the speeiHe purpose of exehuling tiie foreigtnival 
from our markets, thereby coinpellii.g llie southern peo})le to buy at increascil 
prices at home, or for(;ing .t]iein to ])ay the duty if bouglit abroad and imported, 
lu this way, it is h well ascertained fact that the exporting or southern States pav 
about three-fourths of the expenses of the Government, and tlie northern State>; 
])ay one-fourth, while, in tlie disbursement of this revenue, the South gets oiiu- 
iburth, and the North three-foui'ths. 

The West demands a Paciiie railroad ; lier rivers and harbors must be im- 
proved, and the Federal Treasui'V furmshes the material aid. Tiie South derives 
no benefit whatever from any of this h-gislation ; and yet she is powerless to 
])revent the contir.uanee of tiiis ruinous .system of drainage. The East favors 
river and harb>>r bills fur the West to exhaust the revenue, so as to create a 
necessity I'or higher tai'itfs. 

For the same reason honu\«;tcad bills are sup])crted. They cut off the public 
lands as ?i souree of supply to the Federal I'evenue, and inci'ease the dependeiieo 
upon tarifls. To enable this section to engraft its theories and |>oliey upon tlie 
Constitution, and thereby insure its foul domination over the South, political 
power becomes the paramount object of patriotic desire. Tliey resort to nil 
forms of agitation. They ap[)eal to the worst j)assions of tlie masses — the in- 
stincts of self-preservation, and self-aggrandi>:ement, love of gain, jealousy of 
rivals in all relations — these, and every other sense oi" j)assion, however morbid 
or vicious, likely to inHuence human action, are cultivated and made useful in 
the gi'eat struggle for j)olitical supremacy. But the great element of party power, 
the vitalizing, centi'olling jU'incipie in northern politics, the test in Christian 
faith and feb'O'.vship, the passport to universal favor and position, is opposition 
to African slavery at the South. 

Mr. Clerk, I shall offer no argument or apology in sup])oi-t of tliis institution. 
Tiie subject lias been fully discussed in all its ramifications, and I will simply 
remark that the system of nen'ro servitude at the South is a blessing' in every 
* conceivable sense, inestimable to both races, and it can and will survive every 
ordeal except the friction, drainage, and pi'essure of the Federal Union. No 
wonder the Black Republican cry is, ''the Fedeial Union, it must and shall be 
preserved." No wonder this pro(.dan]ation is reechoed by the Union meetings 
at the North. The Union is the coil of the anaconda to the institution of 
shivery. Gentlemen may talk to me about rolling back the tide of abolition 
sentiment at the North. They may assure me that the Black Republican pha- 
lanx is broken. Tiiey may tell me to listen to the thunder-tramp of millions 
inarching to the rescre of the Constitution. ]>ut I beg my countiymen not to 
be deceived. This promise of n healthy reaction at the North has been rung in 
our ears for a quarter of a century. We have been often assured that abolition 
power had culminated; that the Union was too valuable to the North for her 
people to encourage any scheme th;it would imperil its existence, that the true 
policy of the South was conciliation, moderation, and conservatism. We have 
believed, trusted to leaders, an.d ndied on parties. These tailing, we have 
thi'eatened and submitted — then resolved resistance, and submitted again.^ 
We have tried threats, i-emonstrance, compromises, exhausted the virtue ot 
psalm-singing to the Union, its sacredness, it glories, its prestige; and I inquire 
of the Union sentinels, " Watchmen, what of the night?" "The response is, 
"Rather dark to see clearly ; sonu'what threatening at the North; but we have 
great conlideiice that these appearances indicate that the morn, with its bright 
sunlight, will soon dawn upon the country." But what are the facts The 
Abolition organization has increased with amazing rapidity, become more intole- 
rant, bolder in the announcement of its purposes, more daring in their execu- 
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tion ; and yet it has inarched straij^ht forward, "conquerino^ and to conquer," 
until to-day it is ti-iumphant in sixteen States. It lias one hundred and twelve 
members upon this floor; and with that unity of action and steadiness of pur- 
(^})OS(j which have always chai'Mctcri/.ed them, they demand possession and con- 
trol of the popular branch of this Government. 

This bciiii; the present status of the lilack Republican party in tlie Union, 
what are its future purposes and policy in reference to slavery? Honorable 
niend)eis on the other si(ie of the House complain that their party principles 
and purposes are misrepresejited. Tbey admit tiie fugitive slave law has been 
violated in sonse instances, and the riijl'it of recapture publicly denied and re- 
sisted. They admit that war upon slavery in the States is justified and declared 
by some. It is not denied that ]-?rown and Helper have indorsers of all their 
wi(dxed purposes. P)Ut say they, the party is not responsible for such doctrine 
and excesses, Hiese individual members of the party, it is contended, are under 
tlie lead ot' rrrirris()n, Phillips, an(l Gid(lin.Q;s, miso;ui(le(l and imprudent men, 
who are not true exponents of the party creed. I have no doubt that Garrison, 
.l'hilli|is, Giddins^s. and their followers, fully understand that the ultimate aims 
of the dominant party harmonize with their wishes. 

l>ut, waivina: the inquiry whether these complaints are well-founded, T will 
try this party by ])rinciples and purposes which none of its representatives can 
disown and survive. 

Is there a man of you. Representative or voter, who is not opposed to the ex- 
tension of slavery into the Territories? Are yow not in favor of its exclusion 
fiom territory where soil, climate and productions invite the ii'stilution and 
would malvO it }»rofitable ? Are you in favor of the continue<l existence of 
slavery iu the District of Cobnnbia? Are you in favor of wipin^^" from north- 
ern statutes all leLi'islation otfensive and embarrassinc; to the rio-ht of recapture? 
And will you publi<dy condemn resistance to tlie fucritive slave law, and advise 
acijuiescence in its execution ? These are ])lain questions, and I apprehend there 
can be no dispute about the answers, 'j'lien, upon wliat jL^'round do you justify 
your action ? It is upon tiie sole irround that slavery is a cjreat social, moral, 
and political wrons;. Now, why is it that you do not extend your war upon 
slavery into the States? In the alistract vou are an enemy of the institution 
wherever it exists. Then, the only reason why you stop at State lines, is the 
want of constitutional power to strike down the institution in the States. And 
1 call attention to the fact that the " irrepressible-conllict" doctrine was inauc^ur- 
ated for the purpose of sup])lyinc: the want of constitutional authority in Con- 
li'ress to abolisli slavery in the States. How do I prove it? The gravament of 
Mr. Seward's Rochester speech is, that white and black labor are in irrecon- 
cilable conflict, and that one or the other is bound to be supplanted. No sane 
man can be serious in inaintainini; the proposition that slavery will, or can be, 
reestablished in New En,i;dand. Then, what was the real design in announcing 
the irrepressible conliict? It was to reach the non-slaveholder of the South. 
He was the white labor to be disalFecte<l. He must be indoctrinated with the 
idea that his labor and the hd)or of the slave are in ruinous conliict; that one 
or the other system of labor must go down and pass away, giving to the other 
ryslem exclusive enq^loyment. 

In this connection you also discover the purposes of the Helper book. Some 
of its imlorsers say they do not approve anything in that publication intended 
to produce insurrection, or in any way to set the slave upon his master. J^ufc I 
ask those members if their object was not to convince the non-slaveholder 
at the South that his condition as a white laborer would be vastly improved by 
the absence of slavery from the States ? Do you not sanction everything in 
that book whicli depreciates slave labor when contrasted with white labor? 
That teaches white labor that it is more productive and profitable where there 
is no slave labor ? That teaches the white laborer that bis association with Af- 
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ricans is (le^'radiiijy and (lenioralizino-? And when you attempt to reeducate 
him, is it not your liope that you will lay the predicate for an anti-slavery 
oro'anization in the southern States, which will ultimately strike down slavery 
there by chaufjing the State constitutions ? Afid if this is not your object, are 
you not aimintf to rrep.-ire the non-slavclioldor at tlie South to sanction au 
alteration ni' the Fedf^ral Constitution when you are rearly for such action ? 

Tiie South, then, is to liave no mor<3 expansion ; but, surrounded by liostile 
confederates, she is doomed to the ])erpeiu?d a»)noyan<'e, insult, and ruinous 
pressure of tlie irrepressible conflict, att<^nded by rol)bery, Brown raids, periodi- 
cal insurrection, and tlie utter banishment of all domesti(; peace and tranquility 
fiom {ler bdro'eis? 

Then, where is the safely of tlie South ? Is it ir. national party orcfanizntions? 
1 am free to confess that no party with principles coextensive with the Union 
of these States will ever be formed iiereafter embodvinsf more iidelitv to the 
constitutional rio^hts and equality of the South than the Democratic party. 
But while tliat party is jreoi]fra[jliicaiiy national in principle and purpose, 
yet it is sectional in abiliiy and power. At the Nortli it is broken i?ito frncf- 
ments. Ti)eve is no unity in relerence to iha true (diaracter of our Gov- 
ernment. Tiiere is disagreement as to tlje powers of Congress upon vital 
issues. The Democi^icy of the South is invited to cooperate with the De'.Tioc- 
racy of the ISTorth upon condition that both sections are ])er]nitted to occupy 
conflicting positions on territorial rights and ])oiicy. We liave been struggling 
for fifteen years to find a satisfactory and permanent solution of territorial gov- 
ernment. Tlie South lias insisted that when tiie Fedei'al Covernment acquires 
and goes into possession of territory, she liolds it in ti'ust for the joint and equal 
benefit of the people of each State who conferred the pr)wer to acquire. That 
the Government is a mere naked trustee, ui'coupled with an interest, and the 
})eopie of the States the sole beneficiaries. That the ol^ject of the a(*quisition 
was to make new States; and that, in training and (pialifying others for admis- 
sion into the ])arti!ership, tlie rights and relative position of each member of the 
firm should be consulted and respected. That, as a just, unavoidable, logical 
sequence, the })eo})Ie of each State Lave the right to be jduced on terms of per- 
fect e(]na!ity in the occupancy of the territory, and its preparation for the 
attributes, dignity, and power of a sovereign. Tiiat when that condition is 
reached by the Territory, tiie States, tlirough their agent. Congress, consent 
that the ])eop!e of the Tei-ritory may meet in convention to frame a government 
{\)Y themselves. That wlien so organized, the sovereignty of the people of the 
States devolves upon tlie convention, and perfects its constitution-making power ; 
the only limitation upon wliicii is, that the Stfile constitution shall be republican 
in form. Th-»t it would be a gross breach of trust, and a violation of tiie funda- 
mental principh's of the compact, for Congre>s, oi* its sub-agent, a Territorial 
Leifislature, to pass any law which divests or impairs the equal right of joint 
occupancy. And that the duty is inseparable from the power of the trustee so 
to hold the trust j)ropei ty as that all the beneficiaries shall have full, free, and 
liealthy enjoyuient of tlie common ju'operty. Tiiat if, by non-action or positive 
leicislatioii, (Jongrcfss or the Territorial Legislatui'e exposes property in slaves to 
jiny hn/Mrvl or embari'assnient, to that extent the right of joint emigration and 
occu()aiicy of the slaveholder is impaired, and the Ctmstitution violated. These 
just, e("i nil able, and constitulional (leman<ls of the South were denied by all the 
l^Uwk Uepublicrans, and the power and duty claimed in Congress to exclude the 
slaveholder by positive law. 

A large ])ortion of the northern Democracy, headed by a great and ])owerful 
leader, deny the right of joint occupancy of the Territory with slave property 
against the will of a majority of the inhabitants, as exjiressed through their 
Territorial Legislature. At the instance of Mr. Douglas, the question of the 
power of Congress to legislate slavery into or out of a State or Territory was 
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wliolly witlulrawn from Congress, aiul reft^rred to tlie peo])le of tlio Territory to 
(!e(ti(.li3 for themselves, ])re(',ist'ly in the mode, time, and iiwinner iJu^y hjid tiie 
authority to do under tlic Constitution; and what jtovver, an<l liow niueli, h 
Territorial Legislature has, was suhmitted to the Supreme Court of ihe l]nite<{ 
States. That au;^"ust tribunal has rendered a decision which, ac(:i)rdirii!; lo 
soutiiern construction, covers all the issues, and recoixni/cs evei'v rio-ht and 
principle for winch the South has ever contended. And is it not a just i;-roun<l 
of complaint that the very man who ]U'0{)os(jd this mode of settliii:^' thi>s vexed 
question should be anionic the first lo join issue witli the Souili on the im- 
port and meaning; of that decision, and to sugtfest to her enemies in the Terri- 
tories that, by nou-action or unfriendly leo'islation, they may destroy the benrtit 
to the Soutij. of any decision of the Supreme Court. All we now ;isk is, that 
the award of the arbitrator, well defined and understood, shall be in('orj)orate(l 
into the platform of the parlies to the reference — tiie nortiiern and southern 
DeJuocrticy — and made the basis of the future government of the Territoiies. 
Is the South so dispirited, humbled, and worn by the struggle as to demand or 
accept less? Shall we, in deference to the anti-slavery sentinierit of the North, 
yield or ignore vital princitiles, and consent that the Demociatic parly shall go 
before the country upon a pdatform v.diich amalgamates hostile elements, o]>iii- 
ions, and ])rinciples ? Is a victory obtained by double-dealing and bad faith 
worth anything? 

I know it is insisted that these are dead issues — lifeless {d>stractions, ].)ecauso 
there is no territory suited to southern institutions. For the same leason, the 
power of Congress to prohibit slavery — or the Wilmot ])roviso — is, and ]<as 
been, witliout practical importance or vitality. And w(-il do I remendier the 
volume of condemnation which was poured upon the Whig ])arty in 1852 for 
ujnoring Congressional power over slavery in the same Tei'ritories now possessed 
by the Government. If the Charleston convention follows this example of Ind- 
ing out great principles which are assailed, or invites us to the support of any 
man who denies the southern construction of the Cincinnjiti platform and the 
Dred Scott decision, then the southern Democracy will stultify themselves, and 
fatally impair the integrity of their party organization by giving him support. 
If, with the character of the Govenraent well detined, and the rights ar.d juivi- 
leges of the pai'ties to the compact clearly asserted by the Democratic party, 
the Black Republicans get possession of the (jlovernment, then the question is 
fully ])resented, whether the southern States will remain in the Union, as sub- 
ject and dec'i'aded colonies, or will they withdraw, and establish a soutliern con- 
federacy of coequal homogeneous sovereigns? 

In my judgment, the latter is the o\\\y course comi)atible with the lionor, 
equality, and safety of the Soutli ; and the sooner it is known and acted upou the 
better for all parties to tlie compact. 

There is no value in the checking power of minorities, when selfishness, bad 
faith, and reckless construction break over constitutional limitations and guar- 
antees. 

The truest conservatism and wisest statesmanship demand a speedy termina- 
tion of all association vv'itli such confederates, and the formation of another union 
of States, liomogeneous in population, institutions, interests, and pursuits. Such 
a confederacy would be imperishable, and present to the world a contented, 
liappy, prosperous, powerful people iu the enjoyment of the highest perfection of 
eivilization and free o'overnment. 
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